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What We Now Know That We Didn't Know Then 


Confirmation bias occurs when people actively search for and favor informational evidence that confirms 
their preconceptions or hypothesis while ignoring or slighting adverse or mitigating evidence. It's a type of 
cognitive bias, a pattern of deviation in judgement that occurs in particular situations leading to perceptual 
distortion, inaccurate judgement or illogical interpretation, and represents an error of inductive inference 
toward confirmation of the hypothesis under study. 


"This happens all the time in my specialty. | see it all the time in papers that I've reviewed ... JFK's autopsy 
report says, "according to available information, 3 shots were heard and the president fell forward bleeding 
from the head." A body was given to these guys and they're told that he was shot from above and behind: 
'Here's the body. Figure it out. Give us the evidence that will prove the conclusions that you already know he 
was shot from above and behind.' They weren't dishonest men. They weren't lying. They were trying to put 
together something that they knew had to fit... Junk science is everywhere pervasive." 


Dr. Gary Aguilar is an author and lecturer, a leading authority on the medical evidence associated with 
President Kennedy's assassination, and is one of the few non-government experts ever given access to the 
JFK autopsy photos and x-rays. Dr. Aguilar is an AARC Board member. 
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dr. Wecht referred to our friend dr. Josiah Thompson dr. Thompson is a friend of mine and | did speak with 
him day before yesterday he gave me a written message to read to all of you who are attending hello dr. 
Gary Aguilar a leading authority on the medical evidence and is one of the very few non governmental 
experts to be allowed non government experts to be allowed access to the JFK auto autopsy photos and the 
original x-rays it's my pleasure to introduce dr. Gary Aguilar and | want to thank everyone and and and | want 
to thank and graduate Cyril for his devotion attention to the subject for a long time he's one of the people that 
stimulated my interest and brought me sort of on board a little bit after a debate on that and the medical 
evidence at the journal American Medical Association at a debate in Chicago in 1993 | think it was we 
became appointed as at that point that I'm at Wayne Smith who is walking in to sit down and well | said | 
want to start out with just a discussion here about the it was originally reported in the New York Times that in 
an introduction of the Warren Commission report in 1964 that no 
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Warren Commission report in 1964 that no material question that remains unresolved so far as the death of 
President Kennedy is concerned this is the conclusion that was reached and promulgated by the New York 
Times at the outset of the release of the Warren Report before anyone who had really had a time to read the 
report read the 26 volumes of supporting evidence the New York Times right from the get-go was very 


supportive of this and this has become the official policy one of the things that has always been the stronger 
supports for Oswal so guilt is the fact the scientific medical autopsy scientific evidence supported it and you 
can find this in a quote by Vincent Bugliosi he was interviewed for history news and network and said that 
everything pointed to Oswald's guilt all the physical evidence all the scientific evidence so when you look at 
the the people that we should trust on this one of the things that that you will one of the things that you'll 
know from people who have followed this case for a long time is that there are people who are considered 
really the authorities the people whose opinion that we should trust on us these are people who are detached 
objective very knowledgeable experienced thoroughly professional scientifically trained and so on and so 
forth and who are they well you know initially if you up to the top left this is an old photograph | couldn't find a 
better one these are the autopsy pathologist dr. Boswell on the Left humans in the middle think on the right 
their conclusion and their autopsy report showed two shots on the right to the right of that | don't have a 
younger photograph of him but Alfred Olivier or Oliviera some people to pronounce it differently was the he's 
a doctor of veterinary medicine he worked for Aberdeen Proving Grounds he did duplication tests he testified 
for the Rockefeller Commission for the and did work for the Warren Commission and testified the Warren 
Commission you have dr. Russell Fisher a colleague of dr. wax who was a medical examiner of Baltimore 
Maryland medical examiner he 
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Baltimore Maryland medical examiner he was a chairman of the Clark panel agreed to shots from the rear 
you have Luis Alvarez Nobel laureate and physics where | live in Berkeley tests proved that the jet effect 
explains JFK's r-e recoil and he also debunked the acoustics which | think Thomas Don Thomas will be 
talking about and finally on the right one person who whenever the anniversary comes around they want 
again at the medical and autopsy evidence they automatically defer to dr. Michael Baden former corner of 
New York City he was a chairman of House forensic committee and he said that everything fits with Oswald 
being the lone killer in addition we have the editor of the journal American Medical Association George 
Lundberg he came up with a series of articles that were sort of in the aftermath of the film JFK in 1991 and 
1992 a series of articles were published in the Journal of American Medical Association and this is right from 
that journal I'm extremely pleased that finally we are able to have published in the peer review literature the 
actual findings of what took place at the autopsy table on November 23rd 1963 | completely agree that this 
information is personally given by Jim Singh Humes and Jeff Boswell and that's a picture of them standing 
with dr. Lundberg not a very good one but that | personally believe that this information is scientifically sound 
and in my judgment provides irrefutable evidence that President Kennedy was killed by only two bullets that 
struck him from above and behind and had caused fatal high-velocity wounds the end of the Journal of 
American Medical Association it was also the editor of all the AMA journals quite a powerful endorsement 
and of course the New York Times immediately chimed in that by organizing and publishing this Restatement 
of key findings the Warren Commission these JAMA articles performed a service for reasonable people and 
for a reason the basic facts that the evidence survives and to all who are willing to listen offers proof against 
paranoia again the most respectable sources and 
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again the most respectable sources and authorities in the country leading medical editors leading forensic 
pathologists leading government authorities so there's the signs of Oswald's guilt basically comes down to | 
mean there's lots and lots of things with you're going to but fundamentally with respect to the medical and 
autopsy evidence and scientific evidence it's the autopsy evidence test shots on the skulls which duplicated 
JFK's injuries and so prove that shots could have been fired by Oswald the bullet evidence and neutron 
activation analysis that was said to have proved that the magic bullet and all the recovered fragments traced 
to only two bullets that had been a firearms match to Oswald's rifle and finally the scientific duplication of test 
shots that proved that shots from behind drove JFK backward through a so-called jet effect that that was 
proved by the Nobel laureate in physics so let's go through these here's the autopsy evidence and Arlen 
Specter announced that we have there's every reason to believe that we did get a comprehensive thorough 
professional autopsy report from trained skilled experts and here they are commander Humes who you know 


already he's in the middle was a senior pathologist and director of laboratories FASTA Naval Hospital his 
assistant at the Naval Hospital is commander J Thornton Boswell chief of pathology and they brought in his 
consultant after they'd already started the autopsy half an hour later lieutenant colonel Pierre think I'll make 
only one comment about this as dr. Webb pointed out neither Humes nor Basel had ever done a gun shot 
autopsy colonel Pierre think as dr. Morton Halperin who is the Dean of forensic pathology once reported 
you'll find it in tank Thompson's book that Pierre Fink had been in the position of basically reviewing the 
autopsy of other people and had not done a hands-on autopsy himself in about four years part of the time he 
stepped into the autopsy 
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of the time he stepped into the autopsy room at Bethesda so these were not practicing forensic pathologists 
nevertheless this is in the autopsy report commissioned exhibit 387 according to available information three 
shots were heard and the president fell forward bleeding from the head a Dallas Times Herald photographer 
said he looked around as he heard the shots and saw a rifle barrel disappearing into a window on an upper 
floor of the nearby Texas School Depository part of the autopsy report not uncommon for autopsy reports to 
include information that is relevant to the circumstances of the event in this case an assassination and so 
there it is three shots are heard president fell forward autopsy report then was supplemented with these 
diagrams which were produced as we heard earlier for testimony by the autopsy pathologist and but the 
autopsy report says there's a large irregular defect in the scalp and skull on the right involving chiefly the 
parietal bone but extending somewhat into the temporal and occipital regions with an actual absence of scalp 
and bone producing a defect which measures 13 centimeters in greatest diameter and there you can see 
that this is the diagram as was prepared | the autopsy doctors worked with an artist named red bird or 
Rydberg depending on what pronounce it and they drew these diagrams showing what Kennedy looked like 
at the time of he was assassinated now no one pointed this out at the time and it has not become of any 
great interest until recent years but this was prepared for the Warren Report on the far left the rid berg 
diagram producing a defect thirteen centimeters as I'll try to show by yeah here we go in the greatest 
diameter but on the night of the autopsy there was an autopsy diagram this is from the face sheet that dr. 
Boswell drew and you'll see right in here it says 17 and missing 
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see right in here it says 17 and missing I'll be showing this several times to see the larger view so but you 
can make that out and under oath and and and repeatedly by the way in a recorded conversation | had with 
dr. Boswell that | only recorded because | knew that that Warren Commission defenders would would say | 
was lying that's they always do he told me exactly the same thing and he said it would be fair to say that 
when you first examined the body prior to the arrival the fragments that the skull that was missing from 
approximately those dimensions 10 by 17 and you can see that there's a 10 across here and a 17 here that 
is when they first got the skull when they first examine him the defect wasn't thirteen centimeters is 17 
centimeters that's what they wrote on the night of the autopsy in ink on a blood-stained autopsy report | 
mean it's not something that was invented later on the wound was actually much much larger than was 
report in the autopsy report he said yes and this is the autopsy fishy I'll get into exactly what that means and 
and | know I'm speaking to some people here that know this material better than | do and so I'm trying to 
bring everybody to speed up to speed on some of these somewhat complicated issues so if I'm speaking 
down to people | apologize and | was speaking above people | apologize for that too because some of this is 
quite complicated so here's the diagram prepared on the night of the autopsy the autopsy doctors are then 
criticized for having missed the real correct site of the in shoot they said the Institute went in low at the 
bottom of the head the external occipital protuberance the Clark panel and other research other people who 
reviewed the data later on said no no they missed the Institute by 10 centimeters the top of the skull from the 
bottom of the skull is about 12 Songwriters so they basically are said to have missed where the entrance 
wound was by 10 out of 12 sauna Peters it quite a quite an error nevertheless they marked a skull right here 


for the House Select Committee on assassinations that's where their markings is that's where the correct 
entrance wound later determined by the Clark panel the Rockefeller Commission experts and the House 
Select Committee on assassinations experts said it was it 
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on assassinations experts said it was it actually went in there but here is what the diagram shows on the 
night of the autopsy 10 by 17 centimeters missing and when Boswell was interviewed before the 
assassination records Review Board and David Mantic actually has better slides of this than | do | found one 
finally but to like put in the talk here is a diagram of a skull that he prepared showing the defect that he found 
when he first examined the body and this is the outline the skull defect went from here to here if you take a 
sonometer ruler and measure it from the higher end shoot location 17 centimeters forward it puts you out 
about here in other words we can assume perhaps that with the training that they have they know how to use 
a sonometer ruler and so if a 17 centimeters defect was there then the defect had to have gone way to the 
back of the head and there's no way around that unless perhaps they were so incompetent not only to do not 
know how to do a forensic autopsy they didn't know how to use a ruler but | don't think that's the case in any 
case so here's the autopsy report again the other evidence for an inch shoot at that point was that there was 
beveling now beveling occurs when you hit an object say shooting a BB at a at a pane of glass you'll find a 
little hole at the entrance and a bevel on the inside that proves the direction of the bullet this is a diagram 
from the House Select Committee on assassinations and it says it's situated and posterior scalp there was 
this wound and that there was a corresponding which exhibits beveling on the margins when viewed from the 
inner side of the skull so as they're talking about and this is from the autopsy report they looked at the inside 
the said there's beveling in here so that shows that bullet came forward and the other evidence that the shot 
entered low in the rear of the head and went forward was x-rays of the skull revealed multiple metal 
fragments along a line corresponding with a line joining the above described small occipital wound and the 
right supraorbital Ridge in other words from here here's the super orbit is the eye so it should have been 
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orbit is the eye so it should have been a tract of fragments along here and this beveling cinches the case for 
a forensic standpoint and their conclusion was that it that Kennedy died as a result of two perforating gun 
shot wounds fired from the point behind and somewhat above the level of deceased the fatal missile entered 
the skull above into the right of the external silver of two bronze and so on so forth so here our internal 
beveling proved the site that the in shoot was an occipital bone and a trail of bullet fragments from the 
occipital in shoot to the upper edge of the eye socket so that's where the trail of fragments was and this is to 
show it on a human skull not Kennedy's but just as one and I'm putting this in the same orientation as the red 
Berg diagram in the Warren Report just for purposes of confusing everyone | think okay so but in 1968 
Ramsey Clark apparently was concerned about what was you know about some criticisms are being raised 
about this in the fact that only government officials had looked at the autopsy work and so he commissioned 
a panel the so-called Ramsey panel the Clark panel rather and they looked at this and they determined that 
the autopsy surgeons were wrong about where the faked the fatal bullet had struck JFK's head and they said 
the it's correct location was 10 centimeters higher and dr. Fischer who again absolutely you know well 
respected Authority and for instant pathologist for decades was the Chief Coroner of the state of Maryland 
you know in his report on the lateral bullet film the fragments in other words they're a lot of bone for bullet 
fragments in there if you extend their long axis if extended posterior leap a psa's through the above- 
mentioned centimeter higher entrance hole and so this is where the original entrance will were supposed to 
have been and there supposed to be a trail fragments going from here toward the upper edge of the eye of 
the eye socket and they said no 
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eye of the eye socket and they said no no you know that's wrong because the trail of fragments actually goes 
from this 10 centimeter higher location forward and because that helps prove that that they had made this 10 
centimeter error and of course John Latimer who a very strong defender of the Warren Commission's 
conclusions that Oswald had done it alone also looked at the x-rays got privileged to access to them as | 
have had and Cyril a handful of other people outside the government and he said that and he also reported 
in Kennedy in Lincoln that if you look at the fragment trail that they were arranged roughly the line that would 
pass if extended literally through the wound of entry which again he agreed was where the house where the 
Clarke panel and later on the house luckily would agree it was up here and so he was basically saying that 
the the the trail fragment goes from here and extends forward and here again here's where the forensic 
pathologist labeled the skull where they said the entrance went this is where the Clarke panel the House 
Select Committee on assassinations the Rockefeller Commission and John Latimer said it was higher so 
again there have been lots of criticism about this as Cyril mention about the original autopsy reports that the 
original autopsy team missed the institute by 10 centimeters they failed to detect the back wound they took 
for autopsy photographs they came up with a whole list of failings not worth dealing in any detail here but 
again the internal beveling showed that in shoot there and we've been through this already trail of fragments 
so let's take a look at the real evidence itself and and | want this audience to realize that you are more expert 
despite the fact very few of you are trained physicians radiologists forensic pathologists you are more expert 
than everyone who have talked about in describing this so here's where the original autopsy doctor said the 
trail fragments was here's 
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said the trail fragments was here's where the forensic pathologist said the trail | once was how [ ___] 
committing association and so that would be where it is on the this is an original autopsy actually a for quality 
duplication of it I've seen the originals that's where they had the Clark panel House Select Committee on 
assassinations said it was is anybody here see where that is where the real trail is here's where they said it 
was and here that's where it is it's real clear it doesn't show up so well here but those of us didn't see them 
David Romantic has seen as Searle has seen them I've seen them and that ultimately the House Select 
Committee on assassinations had a couple had one radiologist who talked about the trail being at least 5 
centimeters higher than the higher in chute that they had selected as the entrance site all of them had 
missed it by a whopping margin and these are trained trained authorities so now but of course we can prove 
that the shot came from behind because there was beveling on the inside of the skull meaning that the bullet 
hit hit going into the outside and create a bevel wound and there was also New York Times trend in on this 
besides that besides the beveling issue there was a bruise at the rear of the neck that had approved that 
bullet had gone in from behind okay so those are two things that the New York Times appointed but let's get 
back to the business the beveling so beveling as we pointed out here occurs when the bullet goes through 
like a BB through a pane of glass and but when Boswell and this is also in my recording which is available 
the National Archives now | turn it over to the a ARB Boswell told me the same thing he told | think it was 
Harrison Livingston the same thing and he testified for the House Select Committee on assassinations the 
same thing and | think maybe also in the assassination records Review Board testimony he said that that 
there was that they had to detect JFK scalp to see the entrance wound in the JFK skull bone 
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the entrance wound in the JFK skull bone but quote not too much because the bone was all gone and 
actually the smaller fragment fit this piece down here there was a hole here only half of which was present in 
the bone wood that was intact and this small piece then fit on there and the beveling on those was on the 
interior surface what he's saying essentially is that this suggests that there was a intact plate of bone and 
you took out the brain and looked in the inside and inside that intact plate of bone there was a beveled 
wound smaller on the outside beveled out on the inside but that wasn't what it was at all what he's saying is 
what there was was a frag an edge of a bone and another fragment was brought in later and fit in down there 
and when you put them two together then you could make out that there was perhaps beveling that's his 
testimony and it's supported by his own autopsy facesheet diagram that shows 17 sauna fingers missing that 


had to go back down to the level of the external occipital protuberance or otherwise don't have enough skull 
so then if you look at the bottom of this skull there's this small little diagram and of something and again 
because this mode was all gone and actually the smaller fragment fit this piece down here only half of which 
was present in the bone that was intact and this small piece then fit right on there and the beveling on those 
was in the interior surface now this is the autopsy face sheet | blown this small thing up here to show this and 
this is essentially what Boswell was saying that there was a complete absence of bone which is what his face 
sheet diagram suggests and it there's an implication that this but nobody has ever asked him and when | was 
working with Jeremy gun to prepare him for some of the questioning he did of these people did not occur to 
me to ask him was this 
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not occur to me to ask him was this meant to be the diagram of that fragment that fit in down there to 
completed the entrance wound that supposedly showed the beveling well so far from being an absolute 
certainty this evidence is very sketchy now | mean you have to assume that he oriented that fragment 
correctly that this blasted skulls right and that they were able to see that so it's far from totally convincing so 
again we go back to the autopsy report according to available information the president fell forward leading 
from the head and and and so on and so forth and but that's not what happened at all three shots were heard 
the president didn't fall forward three shots were heard and | felt president fell backwards but the authorized 
pathologist were told that he had fallen forward in fact in the handwritten autopsy report a copy of which is 
available in Harold Weisberg post mortem it says the president fell forward faced forward of the floor of the 
car and and it they were told that okay we've got the assassin he was shooting from the sixth floor above and 
behind the president he was hitting the head and he fell forward they were given a body they say figure out 
how this all fits and they were not particularly competent pathologist to do this kind of work so here's say 
evidence got it elevated into a mutable forensic fact so so let's talk about the test shots on human skulls that 
duplicated JFK's injuries again these are not you know this is again the New York Times reporting on this 
they said that one of the bullets hitting the skull I'm reading from the bottom there one of the bullets hitting 
the skull on a point close to the estimated entry point into the president's head blow out the right side of the 
skull in a manner very similar to the head wounds of the President Court in New York Times has always 
been extremely subservient to the official version here and of course they put that down and but they weren't 
wrong about saying that that's what had been testified to by dr. Olivier and here is this has taken this is a 
copy directly it says this particular skull blew off the right side of in a manner very similar to the wounds of the 
president Spector Aston did you formulate any 
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Spector Aston did you formulate any other conclusions or opinions based on the test function he says well 
let's see we found that this bullet could do exactly could make moons very much like the president I'm sorry | 
cut that off and again this is right from the Warren Report a test bullet blew out the right side of the 
reconstructed skull in a manner very similar to the head wounds the president now the irony of this is that 
they already had this diagram the Warren commissioners had this diagram these are the photographs that 
he showed to the Warren Report after the Warren Commission and here is this test skull that he shot so he 
shoots a test skull he brings in these images these are these are published in the Warren Report and this is 
supposed to duplicate that no one raises a thing then no one no one raises any objection to it there's no New 
York Times reporter they're pointing out the fact that there's a huge disparity between what the known 
injuries were the absence of any facial injuries on the president either in the autopsy report on the red bird 
diagram and what happens at the tests call and of course there's a autopsy photograph proving that's a real 
autopsy photograph by the way as many of you or all of you know okay so then Lauren report also reported 
that based on information provided by the doctors who conducted the autopsy an artist's drawing depicted 
the path of the bullet through the president's head with his head being in about the same approximate 
position as a brutha 3312 but you'll notice that they they did this to show you the path of the bullet okay and 
you'll notice one huge difference between zubru tooth frame 312 and this okay and that is that they have a 


head bent far further down in the rib burg diagram but the point is that had you shot Kennedy had Kennedy 
been shot in the way that they said he had entering near the bottom of the skull from Oswald's position you 
can see that that bullet would have blown out through his face just as it did in the test skulls 
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face just as it did in the test skulls but in order to avoid that by canting the head downward they can depict 
this and yet still report that they had the head in about the same position so then now we have neutron 
activation analysis isn't the bullet evidence now this has long been held and this has been a very powerful 
thing here's Paul Hooke writing many years ago right after the House Select Committee on assassinations 
and | think that critics like Paul Hoch and including getting people like Bob Blakey and other people were 
absolutely smitten by the neutron activation analysis evidence when it was first presented and Paul Hoch 
then reports somewhat for long lead almost sounds like cases the fact remains the House Committee took 
his stab at the test that week critics wanted not completely not perfectly but we expected that any one of the 
tests with demolished a Warren Commission's reconstruction neutron activation analysis trajectory analysis 
and they didn't okay so here we have the House Select Committee on assassinations by the way his 
testimony occurred fairly early in the HSC A's examination of this of the Kennedy case and it took the wind 
out of the sails of a lot of people who were critics when the when Vincent Wynn reported the that the neutron 
activation analysis proved that all bullets came from all the bullets and fragments came from but two bullets 
from firearms match to Oswald's rifle but here he is testifying doctor Gwynn says yes sir there is no na 
evidence for three bullets four bullets or anything more than two but there is clear evidence for two and they 
had been firearms matched Oswald's rifle here's dr. Blakey in a firing line episode with David Belen in 1981 
Blakey Wright says and this is again a there's a transcript of this available online the scientific approach we 
took we reestablish in fact established better in some cases than they the Warren Commission did because 
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they the Warren Commission did because we had more sciences and technology available to us that their 
basic scenario was correct and again the critics were wrong on it for example the single Bullet theory is 
absolutely correct we established it with the photographs and with ballistics testimony and with a neutron 
activation analysis testimony okay john latin american quotes and supports the neutron activation analysis in 
his book on page 217 and here you have in 2004 the neutron activation analysis again an article published in 
the peer review scientific literature peer review scientific literature this means that experts have reviewed this 
and have approved it for publication that that by Ken Ron and Larry Sturdivant neutron activation analysis in 
the JFK assassination part one data interpretation and this is taken right from that | didn't type it myself | just 
copied and pasted it this substitutes wins original conclusion that two and only two bullets are Lee Harvey 
Oswald struck the two men okay ScienceDaily then picks this up a very respected scientific publication new 
title activation analysis proved Oswald acted alone again published just after Ken Ron's article appeared and 
then anyone who bothered to take a look at Ken Ron's papers with any care would notice a very interesting 
thing it's published in 2004 you look at the footnotes of which there are only 15 the paper like that probably 
should have had 30 or 40 mine do as those of you who publish a scientific literature know how we give you 
such things just everything that makes any sense we throw in her sister the most recent citation in Kenan 
Ron's 2004 paper was published in 1979 it was my Vincent Quinn there'd been lots of stuff published in the 
intervening years okay so | had | had always been very skeptical about this and heard about a guy named 
Rick Randa CH Eric grandage 
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guy named Rick Randa CH Eric grandage that he had testified in a court case against Vincent Winn when 
somebody had been charged in a murder case it was published in the Los Angeles Times and this guy had 
been confronted with Vincent Guin testifying for the prosecution in a murder case using neutron activation 
analysis evidence Rick ran de CH testified against him and the guy ultimately was acquitted | thought well 
this is interesting so | looked up Rick Raddatz who was over at Lawrence Livermore Laboratory in Berkley 


right across the bay from me and | | tried to pique his interest in this and so it turns out that he and his 
associate Pat grant and Pat Grant had been Vincent winds graduate student so he knew him personally | 
had no ax to grind and and they don't care at all about whether Kennedy you know was killed by Oswald or a 
conspiracy and they had no opinion on that care nothing at all but they did take a look at him they took an 
interest and | brought them up out to give a little paper on it in San Francisco the small | think we're 2 or 3 
people herewhere that and then they finally went published in press and | | wanted to get them here 10 years 
ago originally to to talk about this but ultimately they concluded that bullet evidence of the JFK assassination 
investigation was reexamined from medical and medical meant from a metallurgical and surgery and 
statistical standpoint and their conclusion was that a conclusion of material evidence for only two bullets in 
the question JFK assassination specimens has no forensic basis moreover the fragments need not 
necessarily have originated even from Wharton from mannlicher-carcano ammunition indeed the antimony 
compositions of the evidentiary specimens are consistent with any number of jacketed a munitions 
containing unhardened blood very shortly after that 
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unhardened blood very shortly after that the next year Spiegelman Tobin Wexler at L published another 
article that basically again absolutely took apart the statistical analysis as well as some of the metallurgical 
conclusions that had supported neutron activation analysis neutron activation analysis has been completely 
debunked there virtually no one that's still hughes to neutron activation analysis and i'm not going to read this 
for you but again those that have an interest in this i can get you the citations they're readily available it's 
been in now even dr. Blakey says it's junk science so Paul hope again he said the fact remains the HSC a 
took a stab at some of these tests and we thought that they would demolish the warren commission's 
reconstruction and it didn't particularly new high definition activation Allisyn trajectory analysis okay so the 
house like a House Select Committee on assassinations got NASA scientist Thomas canning who performed 
the HS eh trajectory analysis and he proved that the wounds the two victims were aligned to a single a single 
bullet originating from the sniper's nest at 190 and he was able to prove this with incredibly elegant to work 
okay for those who really want to in depth about trajectory and the problems of the directory analysis that 
Thomas canning did | would refer you to Don Thomas's book hear no evil he's sitting right here in the front 
row and | will only touch on some of these just to show that this again is another example of junk science 
canning had as the origin of the head shot 29 degrees to the right of True North that's from his report but 
none of the measurements were reported anywhere in the analysis were ever given reference to true north 
or even what it means there is no objective way of testing Cannings work and that was also true the 
background canning calculated 
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true the background canning calculated the headshot trajectory and this is a diagram from Cannings own 
report and where's the president sitting in the middle of the limousine not to the right where he actually was 
okay and I'm not going to go through this it's not the the trajectory analyses have are again an example of 
trying to prove a you know try to confirm a bias and and and I'll continue on with that in just a minute none of 
the locations in Cannings trajectory analysis are the same as the locations that were reported in the forensic 
pathology report canning chose his own wound locations just chose them himself Kenney assumed that the 
bullets deflection in passing through JFK's body was negligible okay but the forensics panel and this is right 
from the forensics panel they said the presidency annal is concerned as to the degree of accuracy attainable 
in determining the missile trajectory based on a backward extension of a bullet track from within the body 
particularly a precision within the range of a few degrees is required and why is that because there's such a 
thing as a cavitation cavity and the cavitation cavity occurs that when a bullet strikes it causes a cavitation 
cavity within the tissues soft tissue of course if it hits bone it'll be deflected by the bone very often but even in 
some of the studies that I'm not going to belabor this but a cavitation cavity even in soft tissues will deflect 
the bone Canning a lot for none of that Dale Myers came up with a trajectory analysis that was reported on 
an ABC and these are diagrams from his work and Dale Myers again proved that the trajectory proved that 


the shot came right from the sixth floor of School Book Depository southeast corner but his analysis is based 
on a bullet hitting at 224 so it seems like it doesn't matter whether the bullet hits you at 190 or at 224 when 
the president is a decidedly different position the 
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is a decidedly different position the trajectory analysis will still get you right to that southeast corner window 
okay deal | don't know Pat Speer is in here or not oh there he is okay | took this from Pat Spears Worth he 
it's worth reading his work on this and | think he's done a very nice job of it and David Mantic has done some 
good work on on Dale Myers analysis | believe that | couldn't find at the last minute but again what Dale 
Myers has done of course is he moved the back wound up a little bit and in order to make it work because it 
appears as if the neck wound is at a higher location than the back entrance wound he has Kennedy slumped 
forward slightly and so the House Select Committee on assassinations determined that there was this 
upward track through the Kennedy on the non-fatal back wound okay and and Michael Baden had always 
wanted to try to explain how that occurred and so this is a diagram from the House Select Committee on 
assassinations showing that at the time of the fatal shot Kennedy was leaning forward and so if you're 
leaning forward you're being from four shot will about then the bullet can track upward because you're 
leaning further forward than the downslope from the shot from the origin of the shot and here is and here's 
Michael Bobby actually demonstrating that in a TV show | think so but most people are convinced that the 
shot that the non fatal shot hit him at 224 here's his approver frame 225 and he certainly has not moved 
much in 118th of a second and he is not leaning forward so now we have scientific chesa by by Nobel 
laureate Luis Alvarez that showed that it is most probable the shot in zubur to frame 313 came from behind 
the car driving JFK backward with a fatal shot via that so Jen effect and of course these are the frames that 
show it from c3 12 to 3 31 or 321 Kennedy rock backwards or the fatal shot Luis Alvarez said that the 
genefex explained that and | was shown a 
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genefex explained that and | was shown a rear would the rear would snap of JFK's head with a failed shot 
Alvarez reported 18 solved the problem to my satisfaction and in a one-dimensional fashion on the back of 
an envelope Jett effect | don't want any cynical laughter in this room Jen effective trick or explain says he 
said when | showed my simple calculations to PhD graduate student Paul Hoch again the man who was 
sympathetic for sympathy for conspiracy and then turned against it with the work of the House Select 
Committee's scientific worth house luckily he said that no one would believe it unless we could demonstrate 
a retrograde recoil on a rifle range using a reasonable facsimile of a human head and so here is his 
experiments and there it is showing a bullet coming from the right I'm sorry coming from the left and you see 
the bullet comes from the left it blows out I'm sorry yeah it blows out here and then the skull moves back off 
the table and | have a better slide of it sorry that doesn't show so well there here we are here's the bullet 
coming from the left going across here you see all the big spray of debris and and that melon that he shoots 
falls back off this proof positive of djenne effect and again this is supposed to duplicate what we see in the 
Zapruder film okay okay and you have Alfred Olivier also testify before the Rockefeller Commission that as a 
result of this Jen effect to push the head in the other direction this is demonstrated by Luis Alvarez in 
California several years ago by shooting melons when you could get a jet of a honeydew melon going out the 
front the melon would roll toward the gun showing that there's some movement from the jet effect but he 
thought that the larger part of it was a neuromuscular reaction but he did allow for the fact testifying in 1975 
before Alvarez published his paper incidentally which is interesting so the height of Luis Alvarez do it well 
one of the things he did he supercharged his ammunition and rather than using a 
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ammunition and rather than using a mannequin Carcano shell which travels about 2,000 feet a second he 
used a 30.6 soft nose hunting ground which again strikes it's not a jacketed bullet a jacketed bullet will have 
very little effect as other people in this room who have done these shooting experiments have shown so he 


used a different kind of bullet entirely and he did get some small recoil back or you could see the recoil that 
he got back and he shot a trap soft skin melons not an object with a firm exterior such as a human skull and 
then he reported and this is in the injera American Journal of physics article in 1976 and by the way 1976 is 
when he published that article in 1975 is when Olivier testified that Alvarez had proved genefex so even 
before he said they'd been in contact obviously it is important to state Alvarez writes in peer-reviewed 
scientific literature it important to stress that the tape melon was our a priori best mock-up of a head and it 
showed a retrograde recall on the first test if we had used an Edison test it shot at a large collection of 
objects and finally found one which gave retrograde recoil then our firing experiments could be reasonably 
criticized but as the test has actually conducted | believe they showed his most probable the shot in 313 
came from behind the car you know suitably understated within the last two years Josiah Thompson a good 
friend of Paul hoax by the way asked Paul hook because he's researching for a book he's writing if he had 
the copies of the photographs and so Paul pulled out of his own file all the photographs that they had taken 
doing during alvarez's shooting experiments okay they showed that alvarez had shot at coconuts pineapples 
now coconut is much more similar to a human head it's got a hardened exterior right pineapples plastic jugs 
full with water rubber balls filled with Johnson etc all the targets were driven downrange except the melons 
except he said if we had used the Edison test and shot in a large 
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the Edison test and shot in a large collection of objects and finally finally found one that gave retrograde 
recall the only it could be reasonably criticized well in fact he did do that but he never reported it and Doug 
DeSales who's sitting in the room here a physician who's done some shooting experiments of his own and | 
know Paul hope personally and we had repeatedly said Paul this just sounds like [___] to me | meaan it just it 
just sounds like and they need to look and Paul would look at us goes what are you calling a Nobel laureate 
a liar well we didn't know then of course that he was a lot and but Paul did but but that's what happens when 
you when your mind changes as I'm going to get to another so all the targets were driven around ranges 
except the moans this is a photograph from his shooting test whose the bullet came from the right that came 
through here and you can see it moves it away this was | forgot a pineapple or something like that | forget 
whatever met and that might have been a rubber ball and as tink wrote ting said whether taped or not a bullet 
will cut through the outside of a melon like butter a human skull is completely different a thick skull bone 
requires considerable force to be penetrated and that forces deposit in the skull as momentum a much closer 
reasonable facsimile of a human head as a coconut when it was fired upon it did not show recoil motion but 
was blasted instead downrange and most of the now we finally get to the neuromuscular reaction issue and 
as Alfred Olivier said that he thought that most of the movement that you see in the president is moving 
backwards is due to a neuromuscular reaction and so in his book JFK miss Larry Sturdivant explained the 
neuromuscular reaction and the neuromuscular reaction he shows this picture this is called fallen soldier said 
to been taken during the Spanish the Spanish so we're sorry thank you thank you it's great having 
knowledgeable the story of the room thank you but as you know David this is not taken then this photograph 
was not 
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not taken then this photograph was not taken then oh you didn't know that oh yeah I'll give you the citation 
tell you what's that you knew it okay this is not taken then it was taken they think at least 50 miles 100 miles 
from where they're supposed to have been taken and he was not shot in the head in any case a long story 
about this having been debunked but now Larry Sturdivant uses this to prove he get to shoot someone in the 
head that they go backwards okay and he also and this is testimony that he gave for the House Select 
Committee on assassinations and he showed these images of a goat being shot in the head and you see 
that the goat and his testimony and | should quote it but I'm not going to aforetime reasons he talks about 
that you you see and what he talks about what you actually see here and that is that both the forearms or the 
legs in this case four legs and the back legs all splay outward okay they splay outward when you hit a goat in 
the head with a bullet but that's not what you see in the Kennedy case what you see in the Kennedy case is 
the head leads foot backwards and the body follows you can do this as many times as you want but it is 


maasai de bleeh different than the neuromuscular reaction you see that so we have so there's much more to 
be said about neuromuscular reaction but suffice it to say there's very little reason to suppose that 
neuromuscular reaction explains Kennedys had recoiling backwards so he had the autopsy evidence the 
findings the x-rays it was very clear that they don't really give you the kind of convincing evidence you have 
test shots on skulls which were entirely misrepresented and certainly proved the opposite of what was 
intended you had the neutron activation analysis which has been debunked in the scientific oblique tape 
duplication tests proving a shocking behind via the jet effect which again were done dishonestly and reported 
dishonestly and nope so the other thing that's worth talking about is this abrasion collar 
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talking about is this abrasion collar because this is supposed to prove that the bullets came from behind 
because there's an abrasion collar showing the bullet had entered their autopsy photographs show zone 
show a well-defined zone to discoloration at the edge of the back wound most pronounced in the upper and 
outer margin which identifies it as having characters of an entrance wound the bullet and that was from the 
Clark camera report in 1968 this is dr. Lindenberg saying again for the Rockefeller Commission again 
confirming the findings of the Clark panel that there was a zone of dark discoloration at the margin of the skin 
most prominent in the upper and lateral margin of the wound and this what this shows is if you hit a pole 
skin.with with a bullet purely perpendicularly you get a circular wound like this with a zone of discoloration of 
the circular if it comes from above it'll give you an abrasion collar up above fairly simple stuff right | want to 
show you you're all better authorities than the Clark panel experts and the Rockefeller Commission experts 
here's a diagram from the house luckily no assassinations that shows what we see in the autopsy 
photographs and what we've seen and where's the abrasion collar it's here it's down below this isn't not 
inventing this this isn't just my own view of this the House Select Committee on assassinations concluded 
the same thing that the zone of discoloration was down below yeah here's another Authority we should all 
listen to you and by the way those of you who have seen him on specials literally 11 years ago in a debate 
with Michael Baden | proved you know | laid this out for him and told him that he was completely wrong on 
this and yet two or three years ago he was on TV saying the same stuff he's saying the same thing so when 
the autopsy photographer was there the corpsman who usually take the he's trying to explain why the 
autopsy photographs are so bad and essentially what he's saying is that the corpsman who normally takes 
the photographs was confronted by an FBI agent in the morgue 
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confronted by an FBI agent in the morgue who said you don't have clearance and so he took him off the job 
and got an FBI agent to take the photographs and that's why they're so lousy okay okay we've got our own 
man taking pictures the FBI agent said this is right from his book on natural death this is what he wrote and 
as my | didn't realize this but Pat spear pointed out to me | thought that he had just written this because the 
book came out in 1990 but he'd apparently been saying this two or three years after the House Select 
Committee on assassinations report came out that an FBI agent had taken the autopsy photographs after 
they'd moved the guy who regularly takes autopsy photographs out and that's why the photographs are so 
lousy okay here's the House Select Committee's forensic panel report now he's the head of forensics panel 
right this is the president panels report stringer and Rebbie took the autopsy photographs under the direction 
of dr. Humes stringer also stated that a federal agent took the camera from Phoebe and expose the film but 
not stringer who took the autopsy photographs stringer was widely recognized as a superb autopsy 
photographer such that the government would send people to stringer to learn how to do autopsy 
photography so in the House Select Committee's own report they prove that Michael baudin's nonsense 
which he continues to repeat to this day is not true even after | sent it to him at a small confab at Sur wax 
house after the talk he was circulating the rumor that I'd missed quoted him so | sent him a copy of the page 
of my slide a copy of the page of his book and said I'll be happy to you know buy you dinner for two 
anywhere you want to go if you can see there's any misrepresentation here he never wrote back so for those 
of you who don't know the case mozi most many of you in this room do know that there was a huge 
disconnect between where the Parkland doctor said that the autopsy of where the Parkland said that JFK's 


wounds were and where they appear on the autopsy photographs and here's a diagram prepared under the 
direction of dr. McClellan and here's dr. Paul Peters basically writing to Harry Livingstone | think saying that 
yeah that's about where | saw the wound - and when you stack them all up the war on defenders 


00:50:03 (https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=uwOrDWCNkXM&t=3003s 





stack them all up the war on defenders have tried to say that that I've misquote these people are quote them 
out of context but but they can never really prove it because | just take their own statements and they're 
they're very clear you stack them all up you see that all these people at Parkland Hospital said there was a 
wound in the right rear of JFK's head well the House Select Committee on assassinations was quite 
concerned about this and when | and | pointed this out in again in a sort of a conference about 15 years ago 
or 16 years ago when | first discovered this that critics of the warren commission's evidence findings fund 
found on the observations recorded by the Parkland Hospital Dockers in disagreement with the observations 
of Parkland doctors on the 26 people present at the autopsy all of those interviewed who attended the 
autopsy corroborated the general location of the wounds as depicted in the autopsy photographs none had 
differing accounts it appears more probable that the observation of Parkland doctors are incorrect right from 
the House Select Committee's report okay but what wasn't then known because it was suppressed until 
assassination records review board came along is what those witnesses and in in the autopsy had actually 
told the HSC a here are a number of the diagrams from people who were interviewed by the HSC a and 
routinely the the Bethesda witnesses interviewed by the HSC a not only described wounds in the back of the 
head they depicted them in diagrams that were suppressed all of those interviewed corroborated general 
occasions ie that the wound was in front of the ear not true all those interviews the Parkland doctors are 
wrong well here's dr. Boswell's lab assistant I'm only gonna give you a couple | could give you 15 or it's eight 
or ten of them is saying very much the same thing the back right quadrant of jf kids missing again 
suppressed from the record until the assassination realist view board came along mortician Tom Robinson 
said JFK skull wound was directly behind the 
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JFK skull wound was directly behind the back of his head a commanding officer the Military District of 
Washington said the skull wound was in the back of the head and here the diagrams they wrote the depicted 
and here we are here showing here we are back had had this is the mortician who prepared the head for 
burial this is a sea bird | think | can't see where it but you can basically see that that most of these people 
place the wound on the back of their head so we need to understand how does this happen now there I'm 
sure there are several people in this room who have done peer reviews in their specialty I've done peer 
review for in ophthalmology a couple times in my specialty so specialty and there are some of you and and 
you probably have seen as | have seen junk that comes through and you have to make all sorts of 
suggestions and corrections to get it right but what you basically find is that there's incredible tendency for 
confirmation bias that goes on and I'll tell you how | think this sort of thing starts | think much to my 
amazement | ran across this article many years ago | mean this is you can find the citation for this aura to 
send you a copy of it in a Maryland medical State Journal interview dr. Russell Fisher reported that Ramsey 
Clark called him now the Attorney General United States calls you okay and he became concerned about 
some statements he'd seen in the proofs of Josiah Thompson's then not yet published book 6 seconds in 
Dallas he decided to get a panel of people together to look at the autopsy evidence and other investigations 
and the real goal was the Clarke panel report was released partly to refute some of the junk that was in 
Thompson's book you know Ramsey Clark gave Russell Fisher his marching orders not that Russell Fisher 
was a corrupt man or a dishonest man but he went into the work knowing that look you know there are these 
critics out there irresponsible undermining faith in the government undermining the good work of the Chief 
Justice of the United States and all these honorable senators and congressmen and we've got to do 
something about this this and so that is one indication of how this starts and it turns out that then Russell 
fitted that that Russell 
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then Russell fitted that that Russell Fisher and the Clark panel people also happen to have friends and very 
close colleagues who then work for the Rockefeller Commission and then for the House Select Committee 
on assassinations they're all very close friends of one another and as | pointed out in my own long | say you 
can see error after error after error going through all three of them including where the trail of bullet 
fragments was until finally somebody puts it where it right where it isn't where anyone in this room can see it 
to be because there's always a tendency to just look very you know carelessly at work you know that you 
can trust these people they're good honest people and you don't look very careful you try to put things 
together in a way that makes sense to justify the work of your prior colleagues and the confidence and faith 
you have in your government and its institutions Chief Justice and so and so forth but there's an article which 
I'd recommend any of youth by lone DS johnandi DS that most why most published research findings are 
false and that's because the reason of confirmation bias confirmation bias occurs when people actively 
search for in favor information or evidence that confirms their preconceptions or hypotheses while ignoring or 
sliding adverse or mitigating evidence it's a type of cognitive bias a pattern of deviation in judgment that 
occurs in particular situations leading to a perceptual distortion in accurate judgment or illogical illogical 
interpretation and represents an error of inductive inference toward confirmation of the hypotheses under 
study this happens all the time in my specialty | see it all the time in papers that I've reviewed and again we 
have again according to Vail information three shots were heard in the president fell forward bleeding from 
the head a body has given to these guys they're told that he was shot from above behind here's the body 
figured out give us the evidence that'll prove of the conclusions that you already know he was shocking Bob 
behind they weren't dishonest men they weren't lying they're trying to put together something that they knew 
had to fit here's Jack Kennedy and that's what he looked like everybody wants to see those photographs off 
but again here we have a 
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photographs off but again here we have a number of X that these people are not liars they're not corrupt 
they're not part of you Know some anti-american or a conspiracy they're not they're not here to deceive 
people but they're here they're they pursue things in ways that they think going in to confirm the biases that 
they had carry into this everything fits with Oswald being alone a killer and so you see that whenever he talks 
on the subject he always shapes that evidence even when it's been pointed out to him he's wrong he 
continues to shape it in the same way and that is what | think that there has been such junk just science in 
the Kennedy case and | wish that were the only case but junk science is ever everywhere pervasive thank 
you very much because you 
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